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Prof. R.O. Wills. 
Call to Order 
The meeting was called to order at 2:10 p.m. 
Dr. Kenniff drew members' attention to the Revised Agenda which had 
been distributed at the meeting. He advised that the 1987 Fall Graduation 
List had been added as a new item III and would be dealt with in "Closed 


Session”. 


Approval of Agenda 


The Revised Agenda, as presented, was approved. 87-8-3 Dr. Kenniff 
asked those present who were not members of Senate to leave the meeting 
while the 1987 Fall Graduation List was being considered. 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. KUSY, SECONDED BY PROF. 
PAIKOWSKY, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF 
SEPTEMBER 18, 1987, BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 

IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. STATHOPOULOS, SECONDED BY DR. 
WHYTE, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETING OF 
OCTOBER 14, 1987, BE APPROVED. 


It was noted that Mr. J. Cowan should be added to the list of members 
present at the meeting. 
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It was suggested that Senate, as a body, should have an opportunity to 
consider and respond to the report of the sub-committee established by the 
Graduation Ceremonies Committee to examine procedures for awarding 
honorary doctorates, which was mentioned in the first paragraph on page 2 
of the minutes. It was agreed that this be noted and that it be considered as a 
recommendation that at the appropriate time, the Report from the Graduation 
Ceremonies Committee sub-committee be referred to Senate for 
consideration and response. 


THE MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE 
MEETING OF OCTOBER 14, 1987, AS CORRECTED, WAS CARRIED. 


Remarks from the Chair 


In his remarks, Dr. Kenniff commented on the National Forum on 
Post-Secondary Education which had been held in Saskatoon from October 
25 to 28, 1987; the deadline for response from the Minister of Higher 
Education and Science with respect to the invitation to revise the funding 
formula, which was made during the special meeting with the Board of 
Governors on October 19, 1987; and the development of a strategy in the 
event of negative response or in the absence of a response. Also, in 
reporting on what he described as a major achievement in terms of the 
initiatives undertaken least year in connection with the development of the 
University's international profile, and particularly the agreements which 
were signed with a number of post-secondary institutions in the People's 
Republic of China, Dr. Kenniff advised that as a result of actions taken 
during the summer, the University has received, and accepted, an invitation 
whereby Dr. Whyte, Vice-Rector, Academic, would be included in 
Montréal Mayor Jean Doré's personal delegation to Shanghai in November 
1987, to solidify existing twinning relationships, and to signa new 
protocol of friendly exchanges with Montreal's sister city. 


Question Period 


Responding to a question concerning plans with respect to a "Day of 
Action", Dr. Kenniff reiterated that the University has worked and would 
continue to work as a community on a joint programme of action; and that if 
action was required, it would be undertaken with the full cooperation of 
everyone in the Institution, ie, the administration, faculty, students and 
staff. In addition, Dr. Cohen, Vice-Rector, Institutional Relations and 
Finance, advised that action committees have been, or were in the process 
of being set up in the various areas of the University to ensure that everyone 
has an opportunity to get involved and to participate; that each group would 
be delegating one person to a central coordinating committee; that it was 
very clear that there was a tremendous unity of spirit to prepare for, in the 
short term, some very rapid and decisive action if needs be, with respect to 
the request to the Minister of Higher Education and Science regarding the 
allocation of the new funds available in 1987/88; and that all groups were 
also working on an on-going strategy to ensure that the University's 
position was well represented, and that the community and the people who 
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make decisions were well informed with respect to the need for a new 
funding formula. 


It was wondered why a decision had been taken to divert part of the money 
which had been subscribed to enlarge the Vanier Library with additional 
stack space and study area, to provide instead, offices for faculty not 
directly related to the Library. 


In response to the above, Dr. Kenniff advised that the total library space 
being built in the Vanier Library, plus the library space that would be built 
in the downtown library complex, was exactly the amount of space that has 
always been planned for and approved; that with respect to the Vanier 
Library, the plan, which was first made public in 1983, was to build a 5 
storey extension, which was the part presently under construction, one floor 
of which was to be devoted to faculty offices and non-library space; that 
subsequent to that, in order to accommodate the Belmore Avenue residence 
and also because it was a better idea in terms of space planning for the 
Library, it was decided to reduce the size of the extension from 5 to 3 
stories and to extend the floor area closer to Sherbrooke Street, and also to 
put the non-library space in the front part of the existing Vanier Library 
structure; that there has never been any change in that plan; and that the 
amount of library space being built in connection with the Vanier Library 
project, was exactly the amount of library space which it was always the 
intention to build, and which was exactly the amount of space that has been 
authorized by the Government, no more and no less. 


Responding to a question, Dr. Giguére, Vice-Rector, Services, advised that 
subsequent to the Office of Occupational Health and Safety obtaining 
information concerning a possible risk in the ER Annex, resulting from 
asbestos discovered during construction currently in progress, a series of 
tests was undertaken to determine whether there were any asbestos fibres in 
the air, the results of which turned out to be positive; that as required, a 
further series of independent tests to determine the asbestos level revealed 
that the level was below the minimum safety levels required under the 
American standards, which were the most rigid standards in the world, and 
far below the levels required under the existing Quebec standards, ie., there 
was no danger whatsoever in the ER Building; that a similar series of tests 
was currently being carried out in the Norris Library; and that if the results 
of those tests indicated any danger in the Norris Library, appropriate 
containment action would be undertaken. 


Other issues were raised with respect to photocopying costs in the Library; 
the legal implications of photocopying books; special bonuses, fringe 
benefits, salaries, etc., for senior Concordia administrators vis-a-vis recent 
exposures in the press concerning events at other educational and health 
institutions in the Province; implementation of a telephone registration 
system; the Concordia Pension Fund, particularly with respect to the 
portfolio balance between stocks, bonds, etc., the effects of the stock 
market decline, and existing guidelines for the investment managers; and the 
policy concerning tuition refunds with respect to course withdrawals, the 
lack of information concerning the September 24, 1987 deadline date, and 
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the need for appropriate mechanisms, including student request committees, 
for dealing with cases on an individual basis, particularly those involving 
international students. 


Responding to additional questions concerning details of the University's 
plans vis-a-vis the "Day of Action", Dr. Cohen, emphasizing that part of the 
evolving strategy was the surprise effect of what was being planned, again 
advised that two types of activities were being considered, ie., the first was 
for a very specific action which would probably occur on a particular day, 
should the Minister of Higher Education and Science not satisfy the 
University's request; the second type of strategy was an ongoing one of 
informing both public and elected officials of the unhappiness of the 
University and of Concordia's needs, in the longer term vis-a-vis a new 
funding formula. 


During continuing discussion on the issue, the feeling was expressed that 
while the element of surprise was important’, it could, in fact, be overdone, 
particularly if immediate action was required; that the notion of a lateral 
network involving various groups was also important; that where plans of 
action were concerned, the one essential mode was the classroom 
communication between faculty members and students, but in order to take 
advantage of that, a realistic target date would have to be established which 
would provide the necessary advance notice to engage people in successful 
action, if indeed some short-term action is deemed necessary by the various 
consultative bodies. 


Reports from Councils, etc ... 


Dean Bertrand advised that MA level scholarships previously provided by 
the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council, have been eliminated 
ie., Federal funds were no longer available for students at the MA level in 
the social sciences and in the humanities; and that he had been asked by the 
Arts and Science Faculty Council to request that the matter be brought to the 
Steering Committee for possible formulation of a resolution directed to the 
Government, which resolution would go beyond just the question of the 
MA scholarships and address also the issue of Federal funding and 
cut-backs. This resolution could then be discussed at the next Senate 
meeting. 


Responding to the above, Dr. Kenniff advised that he would refer the matter 
to the Steering Committee; and that in addition, the issue might also be 
raised at a meeting of SSHRC to be held at Concordia on Tuesday, 
November 3, 1987. 


Dean Szabo announced that Ms. D. MacFadden, formerly of the 
Communications Studies Department, has been appointed Thesis and 
Publications Officer in the Graduate Studies Office. 


Responding to a question relating to an issue raised at the last Senate 
meeting with respect to the registration deposit, Dr. Cohen explained that 
there had not been any change this year with respect to the policy 
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concerning the deposit required at registration; that the practice of allowing 
students on bursaries to register without the required deposit, pending 
receipt of the bursary money, was still in effect; that the problem was that 
the information given to graduate students did not state that there had not 
been a change in practice this year, and in fact, gave the appearance of 
change; and that the Graduate Studies documentation concerning 
registration, was being revised to ensure that the appropriate information 
would be available to graduate students in the future. In addition, Dr. 
Kenniff advised that if the response was still not satisfactory, the matter 
could either be pursued outside the meeting, or raised again under Question 
Period at the next Senate meeting. 


Dr. Langford, Associate Vice-Rector (Research), in announcing that 
Concordia and the Université du Québec A Montréal have received a 170 
thousand dollar grant from the National Research Council to set up a joint 
university/industry liaison office, noted the substantial increase in interest 
over the past year with respect to encouraging universities to become 
involved in research and related activities that interact strongly with the 
private sector, as evidenced by the introduction of the Federal 
Government's matching funds programme and the tax incentives provided 
for in the last Provincial budget. In response to a concern expressed in 
connection with the necessity of safeguarding the University's ethical and 
moral standards vis-a-vis joint research projects, Dr. Langford advised that 
the problem of developing guidelines with respect to conflicts of interest, 
was an issue which was currently on the Senate Research Committee's 
agenda. 


In the same vein, Dr. Kenniff advised that the Montréal Chambre de 
Commerce committee on university/business cooperation, of which he was 
the Chair, has organized a symposium on the practical aspects of 
cooperation on research and development, which will be held on the 
morning of November 19, 1987; and that informational folders containing 
further details, were available for anyone who might be interested in 
attending. 


As a follow-up to an announcement last Spring, Dr. Cohen advised that a 
University Budget Committee has been established, with membership 
consisting of himself as Chair; Prof. C. Jackson, Music Department; Prof. 
P. Bird, Chemistry Department; Prof. F. Simyar, Accountancy Department; 
Ms. J. Bennett, Library; Ms. A. Kirby, Dean of Students Office; and Mr. 
M. Boost, Ph.D. student in Electrical Engineering. He also advised that the 
Committee's mandate included monitoring, on an ongoing basis, the 
evolution of revenues and the internal allocation of resources; making 
recommendations for funding commitments with a multiyear perspective; 
preparing and recommending for consideration the annual operating budget 
of the University; ensuring that the operating budget, and its evolution, 
reflect the University's overall financial objectives, the actual work load of 
units and their assigned missions, and the priorities identified by the 
on-going planning process; and that the process of preparation of the 
operating budget is open and well understood by the University community. 
In addition, he stressed that it was the Committee's responsibility to consult 
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the Senate Academic Planning and Priorities Committee, and other bodies 
and individuals concerned with planning, in order to ensure that the 
budgeting process was responsive to the planning activities of the 
University; and that the aim was to convert the current process whereby 
activities depended upon the budget, to a situation where the budget was 
driven by the academic activities of the University, ie, that in the general 
context of what was feasible, the academic activities, choices, and priorities 
would be the determinant factors involved in the preparation of the budget. 


Dr. Giguére, in reporting on the restoration of opening hours of all 
University libraries, as detailed in document US-87-8-D1, along with a 
significant increase in circulation services, advised that an initial survey 
vis-a-vis Library utilization, has been carried out, and that further surveys 
would be undertaken to ensure the availability of statistics on which to base 
future decisions with respect to cutbacks in Library hours, should it become 
necessary to do so. In addition, he advised that operational savings resulting 
from the opening of the new downtown Library might possibly be used to 
augment Library services at that time, if necessary. 


Appointments 


Committees of Senate 


Dr. Kenniff drew members attention to the list of appointments to Senate 
committees, (document US-87-8D2), which had been distributed at the 
meeting. It was requested and agreed that the following additional 
appointments be added to the list: 


Research Committee 


Mr. J. Bardis Undergraduate student (to 1988). 
Prof. G. Johns Faculty of Commerce and Administration (to 1989). 


Senate Appeals Committee - (Pool) 


Mr. J. Cowan - Undergraduate student (to 1988). 
Mr. M. Mayer - Undergraduate student (to 1988). 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ORR, SECONDED BY PROF. 
VALASKAKIS, THAT THE APPOINTMENTS TO THE COMMITTEES 
OF SENATE, (DOCUMENT US-87-8-D2, AS CHANGED), BE 
APPROVED. 


It was suggested that in future, in accordance with resolutions concerning 
student representation which were adopted in 1986 in connection with 
restructuring of Senate and its committees, the Faculty designations of 
student nominations should be included in the document as information for 
members of Senate. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 
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Additional Undergraduate Curriculum -Changes 


Faculty of Fine Arts 


Prof. B. MacKay presented and explained the additional undergraduate 
curriculum changes in the Faculty of Fine Arts, (document US-87-8-D3) 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MACKAY, SECONDED BY PROF. 
PAIKOWSKY, THAT THE PROPOSED CURRICULUM CHANGES IN 
THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS, (DOCUMENT US-87-8-D3), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES 
COMMITTEE, (DOCUMENT US-878-D5). 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Academic Regulations Regarding the Cooperative Format in the Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science. 


Dean Swamy presented and explained the academic regulations regarding 
the cooperative format in the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science, 
(document US-87-8-D4). 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN SWAMY, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BERTRAND, THAT THE PROPOSED REGULATIONS REGARDING 
THE COOPERATIVE FORMAT IN THE FACULTY OF ENGINEERING 
AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, (DOCUMENT US-87-8-D4), BE 
APPROVED, SUBJECT TO THE COMMENTS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMMES 
COMMITTEE, (DOCUMENT US-87-8-DS5). 


In response to a question, Senate was advised that the actual formatting of 
the material for inclusion in the Undergraduate Calendar, which was an 
editorial decision, was being prepared between the Calendar Committee and 
the Offices of the Deans of the Faculties of Arts and Science and 
Engineering and Computer Science; and that the final form would be 
considered by the Academic Programmes Committee at its next meeting. 


Responding to a question concerning the proposed regulations vis-a-vis 
existing regulations under the Institute for Cooperative Education, Dean 
Swamy explained that the proposal to introduce the cooperative format for 
existing undergraduate programmes in the Faculty of Engineering and 
Computer Science, had been approved last year by the Faculty Council and 
Senate; that the Undergraduate Studies Committee had proposed that the 
minimum requirement for a student to be in a programme under the 
cooperative format, was a "B-" average; that given that the objective was to 
attract bright students, the Faculty Council had changed the proposal to a 
"B", which requirement was approved by a substantial majority; and that he 
could not accept a requirement that was lower than that adopted by the 
Faculty Council. 
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In response to a concern expressed over regulation 1, concerning work term 
reports, Senate was advised that the proposed requirement was similar to 
the regulation applicable to existing co-op programmes, as published in the 
1987/88 Undergraduate Calendar. In addition, Dean Swamy reiterated 
remarks which he had made at the May 29, 1987 Senate meeting, 
emphasizing that the Engineering curriculum and programmes were 
accredited by the Canadian Engineering Accreditation Board, and that there 
was considerable fear that accreditation would be lost if the programmes 
were not run by the Faculty, as was clearly stipulated by the Accreditation 
Board; that in running the programmes in the cooperative format, he would 
have no objection to working- in cooperation with the Institute for 
Cooperative Education; that he has discussed the matter with the Dean of the 
Faculty of Arts and Science to ensure that the Principal would be reporting 
to only one boss, etc. but at the same time, he could not accept that the 
programmes would not be administered by his own Faculty; and that in 
offering the programmes in the cooperative format for the first time, the 
Faculty wanted to impress upon the various industries, that its students 
were extremely bright and hard working, in order to ensure that jobs were 
available for students who would be following other programmes in the 
cooperative format within the Faculty of Engineering and Computer Science 
in the future. 


In addition, Dean Bertrand explained that since the beginning of the 
cooperative format in the Faculty of Arts and Science ten years ago, the 
academic segment of the cooperative format has been controlled by the 
academic departments and the faculty therein; that there has not been, nor 
did he foresee in the future, any change with respect to that; and that he has 
been discussing with Dean Swamy and others, how to handle most 
effectively, those organizational aspects for which the Institute for 
Cooperative Education was responsible, now that the Faculty of 
Engineering and Computer Science was beginning to offer programmes in 
the cooperative format. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 


Guidelines for the Academic Planning Process at Concordia. 


Concerning this Agenda item, Dr. Kenniff drew members attention to the 
following documents which had been previously distributed: the draft 
resolution for approval of the proposed Guidelines, (document 
US-87-8D6); the proposed Guidelines for the Academic Planning Process, 
(document US-87-8-D7); and the recommendations from the Senate 
Academic Planning and Priorities Committee, the four Faculty Councils, 
and the Board. of Graduate Studies, (document US-87-8-D8). With respect 
to document US-87-8-D7, the following corrections were noted: line 3, last 
paragraph, page |, change ..set of twelve basic..", to .. set of thirteen 
basic.."; under item 9, page 5, change "In conformity with principle 5...", 
to "In conformity with principle 6...". 


In presenting and explaining the proposed Guidelines for the Academic 
Planning Process, (document US-87-8D7), Dr. Whyte advised that if 


approved, the Guidelines would constitute a frame of reference which 
would have to be respected by the operational procedures; and that the 
procedural document, which SAPPC was presently working on, would be 
forwarded to the various Faculties for consultation, hopefully before the end 
of the current academic session. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. WHYTE, SECONDED BY DEAN SWAMY, 
THAT CONSIDERING THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE SENATE 
ACADEMIC PLANNING AND PRIORITIES COMMITTEE, AND 
CONSIDERING THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE FOUR FACULTY 
COUNCILS AND THE BOARD OF GRADUATE STUDIES, 
FOLLOWING THEIR CONSULTATIONS, THAT SENATE APPROVE 
THE GUIDELINES FOR THE ACADEMIC PLANNING PROCESS AS 
SET OUT IN DOCUMENT US-87-8-D7. 


Issues, concerns, etc., raised and responded to during discussion, included 
questions on the rationale for the inclusion of a specific item relating to input 
from the Board of Graduate Studies; reactions from Faculty Councils and 
the incorporation of Council recommendations into the proposed 
Guidelines; and the data base used to develop the Guidelines contained in 
document US-87-8-87, which was described as a general, process-oriented 
type of statement. Specifically with respect to the latter, it was explained that 
the Guidelines document was not an operational document in the sense that 
it actually would be used to carry out the process; that rather, the operational 
document, relating more to procedures, was currently being developed by 
the Senate Academic Planning and Priorities Committee, which, when 
drawn up, would be referred to the various Faculties for comment and 
reaction; that the operational document, which would be much more 
concrete, would depend upon the Guidelines document; that rather than 
being data-based, the Guidelines document was a statement of policy that 
grew out of the reflections contained in the December 1986, SAPPC report, 
which was published in the Thursday Report as part of the process of 
inviting the entire Concordia’ Community to submit comments to the 
Committee; that the Guidelines document, which SAPPC felt was very clear 
and contained a very precise statement of the kind of planning policy that 
should be followed at Concordia, was referred to the Faculty Councils and 
the Board of Graduate Studies for comment, and the supportive reactions 
which were received were contained in document US-87-8-D8; and that it 
was the hope of SAPPC that with the approval of the proposed Guidelines, 
consultations with respect to the procedures could be carried out very 
rapidly and the concrete planning process could begin as early as possible 
in the New Year. Senate's attention was also drawn to item 7, page 4, 
document US-87-8-D8 concerning the coordination of the planning process 
with budget and resource allocation throughout the University, which, it 
was felt, was the strongest possible statement that could be made 
concerning the commitment of the Senate Academic Planning and Priorities 
Committee towards ensuring that the planning process would be soundly 
based, useful and implementable, and would produce concrete results. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 
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Resolution concerning Library Hours 


Concerning the documents which had been distributed with respect to this 
Agenda item, Dr. Kenniff drew Senate's attention to a correction to be made 
to the motion adopted by the Arts and Science Faculty Council, (addendum 
to document US-87-8-D10), whereby the phrase "... the 1986-87 level of 
service.", should be changed to read "...the 1986-87 hours of service." 


In response to a question concerning a change in the wording of the 
resolution which had been tabled at the last Senate meeting, (document 
US-87-8-D9), Dr. Kenniff advised that before amending the resolution, it 
should first be removed from the table by a procedural motion. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ORR, SECONDED BY PROF. KELLY, THAT 
THE RESOLUTION CONCERNING LIBRARY HOURS, (DOCUMENT 
US87-8-D9), BE REMOVED FROM THE TABL 


MOTION CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. ORR SECONDED BY MS. VALE, THAT THE 
RESOLUTION BE AMENDED TO READ THAT "WHEREAS SENATE 
DEMANDED THAT THE LIBRARY HOURS ESTABLISHED AT THE 
BEGINNING OF THE SUMMER AND PUBLISHED IN THE 1987 
CUSA HANDBOOK BE REINSTITUTED IMMEDIATELY AND 
MAINTAINED UNTIL THE OCTOBER 30, 1987 SENATE MEETING, 
AND WHEREAS IN A DOCUMENT CIRCULATED AT SENATE ON 
OCTOBER 30, 1987, LIBRARY HOURS ARE SHOWN TO BE 
REINSTITUTED BUT SERVICE HOURS ARE NOT, BE IT RESOLVED 
THAT SENATE RECOMMEND TO THE LIBRARY THAT FULL 
SERVICES, AS PER LAST YEAR'S SCHEDULE, BE REINSTITUTED 
FOR THE TWO WEEKS PRIOR TO EXAMS IN THE FALL AND 
SPRING SEMESTERS RESPECTIVELY". 


Dr. Kenniff advised that to ensure a debate on substance rather than 
procedure, the resolution on the floor would be considered as an 
amendment which, in fact, replaces the main motion. 


During the discussion, it was stated that the students were concerned about 
the "crunch" period preceding examinations, when take-home papers were 
needed and the reinstatement of some reference hours was important; that 
the addition of a mere four weeks of full services would not be an 
overwhelming burden to the University; that it would, in fact, alleviate some 
of the negative student comments concerning the University as a whole; and 
that it would help to restore confidence in the University and its credibility 
vis-a-vis looking out for the needs and academic development of its 
students. 


In response to a question concerning clarification of the phrase "full 
services" in the resolution, Senate was advised that this meant in effect, that 
all of the figures in the last column in document US-87-8-DI, denoting a 
decrease with respect to services indicated in comparison with the 1986/87 
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situation, would become zeros; ie., the intention was not to provide every 
possible service 24 hours a day, but rather to reinstate those hours which 
were in effect last year but have now been eliminated, for those services 
indicated, for the two weeks immediately prior to the beginning of 
examinations. 


It was pointed out that the more specialized services referred to in the 
resolution were overwhelmingly used by faculty as opposed to students, 
and that, as was already the practice, extra space would continue to be made 
available for study purposes during examination periods. It was also stated 
that if the resolution was passed, there would have be an investigation of the 
feasibility and costs involved vis-a-vis implementation, and subsequent 
report to Senate. 


THE MOTION WAS CARRIED. 
Code of Conduct (Academic) 


In presenting the proposed revisions to the academic regulations as 
contained in the Code of Conduct (Academic), Mr. Adams explained that 
document US-87-8D12 represented a consolidation of the existing 
regulations on cheating, plagiarism and multiple submission of projects, 
with a new section covering other offences, including falsification and 
forgery of academically-related documents. He also emphasized that Senate 
was being asked to approve only those items in the document which were 
typed in bold face, and that the remaining items represented regulations 
which were already in effect, having been approved previously by Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WATERS, SECONDED BY PROF. 
VALASKAKIS, THAT THE REVISIONS To THE ACADEMIC 
REGULATIONS, AS CONTAINED IN THE CODE OF CONDUCT 
(ACADEMIC), (DOCUMENT US-87-8-D12), BE APPROVED FOR 
IMPLEMENTATION WITH RESPECT TO ALL UNDERGRADUATE 
STUDENTS, EFFECTIVE JUNE 1, 1988. 


Elaborating on the report from the Steering Committee, (document 
US-87-8-D11), Dr. Kenniff explained that it was the feeling of the members 
of Steering Committee that, with respect to the present academic regulations 
and the modifications listed under the title "Code of Conduct (Academic)", 
there could be considerable editorial improvement in terms of tightening-up, 
simplification, and shortening the document, but that that task could not be 
accomplished in time for the amendments contained in document 
US-87-8-D 12, to be included in the 1988/89 Calendar; that while members 
of the Steering Committee were not entirely satisfied with the editorial 
quality of the document, it was decided to bring the document forward to 
Senate because the Committee felt that it was important that the proposed 
amendments to the regulations be made in time for the 1988/89 academic 
year; and that on behalf of the Steering Committee, he has undertaken to 
secure assistance in revising the document more thoroughly, and 
subsequently to bring forward a revised Code of Conduct (Academic), 
which, together with the Code of Conduct (Non-Academic), which was 


undergoing a similar revision, would provide the University with a 
combined set of academic and non-academic regulations which would be 
easier to read, to understand and to apply. 


During discussion, a concern was voiced with respect to the proposed item 
e) under the definition of cheating, it being argued that the regulation as 
worded, could result in students who accidentally rip an examination 
booklet in the process of nervously writing exams, being accosted by some 
petty examination invigilator. 


In response, Senate was advised that procedurally, the invigilator's report 
would be submitted to the Registrar and that the decision as to whether or 
not a charge of cheating was to be laid, would be based on the Registrar's 
judgement. 


In addition, Dr. Kenniff advised that the above issue underscored one of the 
Steering Committee's general concerns with respect to both the proposed 
revisions and the existing regulations, ie., the need for ensuring that the 
definitions correspond to the practices that we do not want to occur, and no 
more. He also stated however, that that was very difficult to do, and that 
justice was found more often in the application of regulations, rather than in 
the text. 


Continuing discussion centred on the proposed new regulation - Other 
Academic Offences, - section D, page 2, document US-87-8-D12, and 
particularly the phrase "may include", which, it was argued, rendered the 
regulation vague and unclear, and could lead to students being charged with 
offences which were not specified. In addition, it was suggested that if the 
main items under the heading - Other Academic Offences, were falsification 
and forgery, some of the ambiguity might be removed by re-titling this 
section accordingly. 


It was suggested, and it was agreed by the mover and seconder of the 
motion, that item 1, section D, page 2, document US-87-8-D12, be changed 
to read FALSIFICATION AND FORGERY OF ACADEMICALLY 
RELATED DOCUMENTS AND OTHER RECORDS OR USE THEREOF, 
AS WELL AS OTHER MISREPRESENTATIONS AND FRAUDULENT 
PRACTICES FOR THE PURPOSE OF ACADEMIC GAIN, ARE 
OFFENCES UNDER THE PRESENT CODE. "PERSONATION AT 
EXAMINATION" (ie. IMPERSONATION OF A CANDIDATE AT AN 
EXAMINATION) AS DEFINED IN THE CRIMINAL CODE OF 
CANADA IS ALSO AN OFFENCE UNDER THE PRESENT CODE. 


With respect to item l,e), section A, page 1, document US-87-8-D12, it was 
suggested that the phrase "in any way" would leave the regulation open to 
all kinds of frivolous interpretations, and consequently it should be 
removed. The mover and seconder of the motion agreed that the phrase be 
deleted and that item A,1,e), page 1, document US-87-8-D12, be changed 
to read - TEARING OR MUTILATING AN EXAMINATION BOOKLET, 
OR TAKING A BOOKLET FROM THE EXAMINATION ROOM. 


87-8-27 


87-8-28 


In response to a concern which was again expressed over item A,l,e), 
particularly with respect to accidental tearing or mutilating an examination 
booklet, Dr. Kenniff emphasized that anything enumerated under this 
section, was modified by the initial statement which refers to "...dishonest 
or deceptive practice relating to an examination...". He also urged that 
particular attention be paid to this item vis-a-vis the training of examination 
invigilators. 


THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED. (19 in favor; 6 opposed; 2 abstentions). 


Next Meeting 


Dr. Kenniff announced that the next Senate meeting would be held at 2:00 
pm, Friday, November 27, 1987, in Room AD 131, Loyola Campus. 


Adjournment. 


The meeting was adjourned at 4:50 pm. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


